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Before:  CANBY, BEEZER, and KOZINSKI, Circuit Judges.

Dee Ward Baird appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment

dismissing Baird’s action against the United States Department of Treasury and

Internal Revenue Service, seeking damages in connection with the determination
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and collection of federal income tax liabilities for tax years 1997-2001.  We have

jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1291.  We review de novo, Montes v. United

States, 37 F.3d 1347, 1351 (9th Cir. 1994), and we affirm.

The district court properly dismissed for lack of subject matter jurisdiction

Baird’s claims against the United States, the Department of Treasury, and the

Internal Revenue Service because Baird failed to show an explicit waiver of

sovereign immunity.  See Holloman v. Watt, 708 F.2d 1399, 1401-02 (9th Cir.

1983) (per curiam).  

The district court also properly dismissed the individual federal defendants

in their official capacities.  See Gilbert v. DaGrossa, 756 F.2d 1455, 1458 (9th

Cir. 1985) (holding that government officials sued in their official capacities

cannot be sued if no jurisdiction exists over the United States)

Baird’s remaining contentions lack merit.

AFFIRMED.


